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ES. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report was prepared in support of the Big Sur
Coast Highway Management Plan (CHMP) for
State Highway 1, between San Carpoforo Creek
in San Luis Obispo County and the Carmel River
Bridge in Monterey County. The CHMP is
designed to establish coordinated management of
the Highway 1 corridor along this widely treasured
coastline. The primary goal of the CHMP is to
preserve, protect, and restore the area’s unique
gualities while ensuring the continued safe and
efficient operation of the highway.

Caltrans
District 5

The CHMP also fulfills the objectives of the
Federal Highway-Administration’s National Scenic
Byways program— This program calls for an
inventory of intrinsic qualities, those unique and
irreplaceable features that define the essence of .
the corridor. This report's purpose pursuant to the +
Scenic Byways program is to provide an overview  |[ At s ce
of the Big Sur Coast byway's existing scenic (San Carpofor Crack to Carmel River) ‘
qualities! one of six types of intrinsic qualities Figure 1. Map of Big Sur Coast Highway Management Plan Area
identified in the Byways Program. Inventory

reports are also being prepared in support of the CHMP for the corridor’s archaeological,

cultural, historical, recreational, and natural qualities. This report is su]ﬁported by — and

is a companion to — a Geographic Information System (GIS) database=created from

information collected in the field. This database contains a detailed inventory of Big

Sur's natural resources, focusing on those features that are visible from Highway 1.

San Luis Obispo

The CHMP is a long-range planning document, designed to guide the management of
the Big Sur Highway 1 corridor for years to come. These inventory reports and their
supporting GIS database offer the most detailed and specific inventory of resources
within the Highway 1 corridor along the Big Sur Coast that has ever been compiled.

This information resource not only provides the basis for CHMP management strategies,
enhancement projects, and other implementation measures, now and for the future, but
it also offers a valuable source of information for other resource management agencies
along the coast. It is hoped that federal, State, and local agencies including the U.S.
Forest Service, Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, State Parks, Coastal
Commission, and County of Monterey, to name only a few, will use this database. Such
information sharing should facilitate their decision-making regarding highway-related
activities within their jurisdictions and support their respective management planning
efforts. For example, Caltrans and regulatory agencies can consult the database for
early information about sensitive resources in the vicinity of a project or storm damaged

! The guidelines for the Scenic Byway program are outlined at http://www.byways.org, and on the website for the
Federal Highway Administration.

ZA Geographic Information System provides the ability to store and view geographic information spatially; it is a
computer-based application from which the mapping for this report was produced.

January 2002 Page ES-1



Big Sur Coast Highway Management Plan Scenic Qualities Inventory Report

location and be clear about a course of action to avoid, minimize or mitigate for impacts
to these resources. The plans of the individual agencies will provide the structure and
detail needed to ensure implementation of their CHMP responsibilities outside of those
areas controlled by Caltrans.

It is also anticipated that these agencies will participate over time in updating and
expanding the inventory database. Such information sharing and cooperation among all
stakeholders will help to achieve coordinated planning among agencies along this
stretch of coast.

Overview of Survey Methods

The scenic qualities along the Coast Highway between San Carpoforo Creek in northern
San Luis Obispo County and the Carmel River in Monterey County were inventoried and
evaluated. For purposes of thiﬁinventory, the study area was defined as the scenic
elements visible while traveling™Highway 1. As a result, the inventory does not include
every scenic element along the Big Sur Coast. The inventory focuses on the viewsheds,
landscape units, primary view locations, and intrinsic scenic features that are clearly
evident from the perspective of the traveler along Highway 1.

Viewsheds denote the visual “envelope” that a person can see from a specific point
and are generally quite large, encompass many different visual elements and
landscapes, and are often defined by topographic features.

Landscape Units are distinct segments of the project corridor that exhibits a
consistent or cohesive visual character primarily based on vegetation, topographic
and man-made elements.

View Locations are pull-outs and vista points along Highway 1 that are clearly
evident to the traveler as providing a place to safely stop and experience a unique
or long-range view of the coast.

Intrinsic Scenic Features are features visible from the Highway that define the
visual experience and character of this portion of the Central California Coast.
Intrinsic features are either unique or vivid (or both) and, therefore, memorable.

The visual quality of the scenic qualities was evaluated in terms of vividness, intactness,
and unity. The visual dominance of Highway 1 within the view was also evaluated.

According to these criteria, a view location or intrinsic scenic feature, no matter how
dramatic or well known, that is not clearly evident from the Highway was not included in
this inventory. The Big Sur Coast is noted for its scenic beauty, which made a difficult
task of discriminating features that were truly unique or vivid or both. Some features
were necessarily excluded in favor of others that better met the survey criteria.

® The most common forms of traveling the Coast Highway are via automobile, tour bus, and bicycle. The
inventory focuses on scenic elements visible from these modes of transportation while traveling on
Highway 1.
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Data collection was performed through a series of field surveys conducted in July and
August 2000 and in October 2001. Viewsheds were mapped on USGS topographic
maps while landscape units, view locations and intrinsic scenic features were mapped
on aerial photographs. Representative photographs were also taken. Scenic resource
inventory forms were filled out in the field noting geographic information as well as visual
elements that both contributed and detracted (if any) from the overall visual quality.

In September 2000 a Scenic Conservation Planning Workshop (Scenic Workshop) was
held in Big Sur by the National Scenic Byways Resource Center. This workshop
provided a forum for stakeholders including community members and agency
representatives to discuss the scenic features and elements along the Highway 1, as
well as current and potential threats to the scenic qualities of the area. The input
received at the Scenic Workshop helped guide the scenic qualities inventory data
collection efforts and provided valuable input for preparing the descriptions of the
viewsheds, landscape units, view locations and intrinsic scenic features identified in this
report.

To assist in the evaluation of scenic quality and validate the baseline scenic qualities
inventoried in this report, a viewer response questionnaire was developed. The
guestionnaire provided a way to survey a broad cross-section of users of Highway 1
about scenic elements of importance to them and for them to rate specific examples
along the highway, in terms of scenic quality. The questionnaire validated the range of
contributing and detracting features inventoried along the highway and the scenic quality
ratings given to specific segments of the highway. The questionnaires were distributed
over two weekends in May 2001 and at a public meeting held in Big Sur on March 1,
2001. A total of 71 questionnaires were filled out and returned to Caltrans.

Summary of Results

In all, a total of 8 viewsheds, 35 landscape units, 31 view locations, and 35 intrinsic
features were identified and evaluated. The table at the end of this chapter provides a
summary of the evaluation of each of the scenic elements.

In general, the highway corridor can be broken into three primary areas in terms of visual
quality: 1) the northern Big Sur Coast from Carmel to Point Sur; 2) Big Sur Valley; and 3)
the Southern Big Sur Coast.

The northern Big Sur Coast is more heavily travelled due to its proximity to Monterey
and Carmel. This portion of the coast presents dramatic changes in scenic qualities.
Travelling south there is a gradual progression from the urban and agricultural aesthetics
of Carmel and Carmel Highlands to dramatic natural settings such as Garrapata State
Park. Viewing opportunities are numerous along this portion of the highway. Many of
the pull-outs are paved and well-marked such as at Hurricane Point and Little Sur River,
while others with dramatic views are not paved and less obvious to the traveler such as
Granite Canyon and Garrapata Creek. Most of the view locations are in good condition
with few detracting elements. The majority of the intrinsic scenic features along the
northern Big Sur Coast are man-made such as Bixby Bridge, Notley's Cabin and the
Carmelite Monastery. The pressures of development are clearly evident along this
portion of the Coast. Power poles, residential development and road cuts on hillsides, to
provide access to private property, are clear detractions from the natural scenic beauty.
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In many locations residents have planted trees for privacy, however, these trees also
block views from the highway. The major threat to the scenic quality along this portion of
the highway is from continued residential development.

The Big Sur Valley provides a very different visual experience from the rest of Highway
1. Views are more intimate and rustic in character. This portion of the coast has few
view locations, but a wealth of intrinsic features such as the Captain Cooper Redwoods,
the rustic river resorts, Post Homestead, and Pfeiffer-Big Sur meadow. The primary
elements that detract from this rustic aesthetic are power poles, signage and parking
lots.

The southern Big Sur Coast presents a more natural and rugged scenic quality. There is
relatively little residential development and commercial development is confined to two
small rustic towns (Lucia and Gorda). View locations are less frequent and more
formalized than in the northern segment of the corridor. Intrinsic scenic features also
tend to be more natural features such as Square Black Rock, Cape San Martin, and
Redwood Gulch. Landsliding is a major visual element along this portion of the highway
and has a substantial effect on the overall visual quality; this is most noticeable at Rain
Rocks. Along this stretch of the Coast the major visual detractions are non-native
pampas grass, berms and landslide rubble, and metal guardrails. Clearly, repair
activities to keep the highway open have affected visual quality within this portion of the
corridor. At most view locations large berms have been created along with piles of rocks
and other slide debris - all detracting from the larger visual experience.
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l. INTRODUCTION

1.1 PLAN PURPOSE

The Big Sur Coast Highway Management Plan (CHMP) is designed to establish
coordinated management of the Highway 1 corridor along this widely treasured
coastline. The primary goal is to preserve, protect and restore the area’s unique
gualities while ensuring the continued safe and efficient operation of the highway. The
planning area is located along a portion of the historic Carmel-San Simeon Highway
from San Carpoforo Creek in San Luis Obispo County to the Carmel River in Monterey
County, also known as Highway 1 along the Big Sur Coast.

The CHMP also fulfills the objectives of the
Federal Highway Administration’s National Scenic
Byways program to update the Corridor
Management Plan originally prepared in support
of its All-American Road designation in 1996.

1.2 BACKGROUND

The ongoing natural processes that shape the
unforgettable landscape in Big Sur also create the
greatest challenges for maintaining a reliable
highway. Perched on the steep western slopes of
the Santa Lucia Mountains, which face the brunt
of Pacific storms, the highway requires intensive
maintenance and is in an almost continuous state
of repair.

+
Landslides and washouts of variable severity NSt
result in frequent road closures; complex repairs

to restore the highway can cause further delays
and extend over long periods of time. With detours nearly non-existent, Highway 1 is the
lifeline to several well-established communities. It also provides access to eight state
parks and a large unit of the Los Padres National Forest. Considering the highway itself
is a major travel destination, closures and extended delays reverberate through the
coastal communities between San Luis Obispo and Carmel, whose economies are
heavily dependent on recreational travel.

San Luis Obispo

Figure 1. Map of Big Sur Coast Highway Management Plan Area

With rapid response to restore highway travel after an event, coordination among many
parties with an interest or regulatory authority can become tense under what sometimes
appears to be competing interests. Working under these circumstances can result in
sometimes awkward solutions, delays and increased costs.

Meanwhile, the accumulated consequences from frequent repairs and related highway
improvements have been seen as threatening the unique qualities and most sensitive
resources found on this coast. Concerns about visual impacts from large cut and fill
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slopes, spread of invasive plants, impacts to marine and upland coastal habitats from
repairs (including disposal of material) and proliferation of standard highway designs
have all contributed to a sense by the community that the corridor is being gradually

degraded.

After a particularly harsh winter in 1998, a focused effort by the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) to develop a coordinated management plan was initiated in the
form of the Big Sur Coast Highway Management Plan.

Fundamental to a corridor management plan is an inventory of intrinsic qualities, the
unique and irreplaceable features that define the essence of the corridor. The inventory
of these qualities provides the foundation on which management strategies will be
designed to preserve, protect and restore.

Intrinsic qualities are categorized into six types:
* Archaeological

e Cultural
» Historic
e Natural
e Scenic

* Recreational

This report describes the scenic resources along the corridor that contribute to and
detract from the overall scenic quality of the area.

The inventory for the Big Sur Coast has been developed to a greater level of detail than
what would normally be expected for a Corridor Management Plan. For this corridor, aliE|
resource information has been assembled into a Geographic Information System (GIS)
database to help meet the larger objectives of the CHMP to facilitate regulatory decision-
making on highway-related activities.

1.3 OVERVIEW

The Coast Highway (State Route 1) passes through Big Sur on its way from San Simeon
to Carmel along the central California coast. The Big Sur coast is one of the most scenic
places in the United States and the world. This dramatic meeting of land and sea has
been written about, photographed, and visited by people seeking to experience its
natural beauty ever since the first settlers explored the area. The Coast Highway,
considered by many to be one of the wonders of Big Sur, was designated the first Scenic
Highway in California because it provides a driving experience unsurpassed in natural
beauty and scenic variety. The Coast Highway provides access for people from all over
the world to experience the scenic wonders of Big Sur. The Coast Highway is also a
“lifeline” for the businesses and people who now live along the coast.

A Geographic Information System (GIS) provides the ability to store and view geographic information spatially; it is a

computer-based application from which the mapping for this report was produced.
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The history of Big Sur is important from a scenic quality perspective because much of
this history is evident in the scenic qualities, features and views that are experienced
while traveling the Coast Highway.

This stretch of the California coast is extremely rugged and was not settled until a little
more than a century ago. The area was originally called El Sur Grande, or the Big
South, and was virtually unexplored and unmapped until the mid-1800s. In the late
1800s and turn of the century, Big Sur actually sustained a larger population than it does
today. This boom was associated with a thriving redwood lumbering industry. Road
access was extremely limited, and steamers transported people and goods into and out
of the area. Navigation was very dangerous given the rocky coastline and heavy surf.
In 1889 the Point Sur lighthouse was constructed, providing much needed help to the
sailors who navigated the coast. In 1937, the current Coast Highway was completed
after 18 years of construction. Electricity finally reached the Big Sur coast in the 1950s,
however, even to this day, it does not extend the entire length of the coast or into more
remote inland areas.

Natural and unspoiled mountains and rocky coastline are the dominant scenic qualities
along the Coast Highway. Agriculture is also a prominent scenic quality and is
represented by cattle grazing, ranch fencing, and old homesteads. The roadway itself
also provides prominent visual resources such as the historic rock walls that line portions
of the roadway and the beautiful arched bridges such as those at Rocky Creek and
Bixby Creek.

There are also features that detract from the scenic quality of the Big Sur coast. Most of
these features are related to modern development and the pressures of urbanization
such as power lines and poles, roadside signage, and homes. Naturally occurring
phenomena such as landslides and washouts also detract from the scenic quality by
creating scars on the hillsides and disrupting the flow of traffic along the Coast Highway.

1.4 RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PLANNING STUDIES

The CHMP is a long-range planning document, designed to guide the management of
the Big Sur Highway 1 corridor for years to come. These inventory reports and their
supporting GIS database offer the most detailed and specific inventory of resources
within the Highway 1 corridor along the Big Sur Coast that has ever been compiled.

This information resource not only provides the basis for CHMP management strategies,
enhancement projects, and other implementation measures, now and for the future, but
it also offers a valuable source of information for other resource management agencies
along the coast. It is hoped that federal, State, and local agencies including the U.S.
Forest Service, Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, State Parks, Coastal
Commission, and County of Monterey, to name only a few, will use this database. Such
information sharing should facilitate their decision-making regarding highway-related
activities within their jurisdictions and support their respective management planning
efforts. For example, Caltrans and regulatory agencies can consult the database for
early information about sensitive resources in the vicinity of a project or storm damaged
location and be clear about a course of action to avoid, minimize or mitigate for impacts
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to these resources. The plans of the individual agencies will provide the structure and
detail needed to ensure implementation of their CHMP responsibilities outside of those
areas controlled by Caltrans.

It is also anticipated that these agencies will participate over time in updating and
expanding the inventory database. Such information sharing and cooperation among all
stakeholders will help to achieve coordinated planning among agencies along this
stretch of coast.

1.5 PURPOSE OF THE SCENIC QUALITY ANALYSIS

As part of the Big Sur Coast Highway Management Plan this scenic qualities analysis
was prepared to:

o Provide a comprehensive inventory of the scenic qualities (i.e. viewsheds, landscape
units, view locations, and intrinsic scenic features) along the CHMP corridor

o Identify the existing features and elements that contribute to the scenic quality of the
Coast Highway for protection throughout the corridor.

o Identify existing features and elements that detract from the scenic quality of the
Coast Highway for possible correction.

o Evaluate the CHMP strategies and their potential effects on scenic quality.
o Identify needs and opportunities for additional view points.

The scenic qualities analysis conducted for the CHMP is similar to other visual impact
assessments for transportation projects in that it provides an inventory of the visual and
scenic elements within the project corridor based on guidelines provided in the Federal
Highway Administration’s (FHWA) approach to visual assessment of highway projects
(FHWA, no date). However, this scenic qualities analysis also incorporates evaluation
criteria and methods developed as part of the Scenic Byways Program. The Scenic
Byways Program focuses on identification of the intrinsic features of a byway that make
it special or unique and therefore, this scenic qualities analysis identifies the intrinsic
scenic features along the Coast Highway. The scenic qualities analysis uses information
gathered from a Byways sponsored Scenic Conservation Planning Workshop and a
viewer response questionnaire prepared and distributed for this project. The Scenic
Conservation Planning Workshop provided a forum for discussion and identification of
scenic qualities in the context of the Scenic Byways program. The viewer response
guestionnaire was used to validate the inventory of scenic elements and visual quality
ratings that are based on typical visual impact assessment methodology.

This scenic qualities inventory also serves to complement provisions of the LCP for
critical viewshed issues (Section 1.6 Relationships to other plans). This inventory
characterizes features and views along the corridor and, in this way, describes the
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context. It also provides an additional level of evaluation of some of the most
characteristic scenic qualities and features along the Highway 1 corridor.

The scenic qualities analysis does not serve to evaluate impacts from any specific
actions within the corridor. However, it does provide a basis for future site-specific
evaluations.

1.6 RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Monterey County’s certified Local Coast Program (LCP) provides the standard of review
for all development along the Big Sur Coast. The definition of development includes
many types of highway improvements. Big Sur Coast and Carmel Area Land Use Plans
(LUPSs) are the applicable policy components of the LCP. (The certified San Luis Obispo
County LCP and its North Coast Area Plan similarly covers the Ragged Point area at the
southern end of the inventoried corridor.) The Scenic Resources sections of the LUPs
contain important definitions, policies and development standards intended to protect,
preserve and enhance the scenic resources of the area.

The Big Sur Coast LUP covers most of the length of the Scenic Byway. One of the key
policies of this document establishes a critical viewshed and prohibits “all future public
and private development visible from Highway 1 and major public viewing areas”.
Specifically, the LUP definition states:

Critical viewshed: everything within sight of Highway 1 and major
public viewing areas including turnouts, beaches and the following
specific locations: Sobranes Point, Garrapata Beach, Abalone Cove
Vista Point, Bixby Creek Turnout, Hurricane Point Overlook, upper
Sycamore Canyon Road (Highway 1 to Pais Road), Pfeiffer
Beach/Cooper Beach, and specific views from Old Coast Road.

As part of the discussion of Highway 1, the LUP further asserts that the aesthetic
gualities within the corridor have been eroding. This condition is attributed to both private
and public development in the scenic viewshed, as well as visitor overuse within the
highway right-of-way. Concerns are enumerated regarding proliferation of informal,
unpaved pullouts and the spread of non-native invasive plant species along the corridor.

While the present analysis does not inventory all visual resources within the critical
viewshed, it provides the results of a methodical assessment of scenic qualities and an
evaluation of the corridor by geographic units (viewsheds and landscape units) along the
highway. Within these areas, a number of view locations and intrinsic features were
identified that are visible while travelling on Highway 1. The criteria used in this analysis
focuses on areas directly visible and evident while travelling the highway. This differs
from the LUP criteria that would include areas visible from major public viewing locations
that may not be directly visible from Highway 1. In this context, this scenic qualities
inventory identifies and evaluates a subset of the resources that would be protected
under the critical viewshed policy.
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Given this strong element of protection along the coast, ongoing efforts to purchase
conservation easements has been an important component of the county’s long-term
viewshed preservation strategy. One of the most active players in this effort has been
the Big Sur Land Trust, whose publication Protecting Scenic Lands of the Big Sur Coast
was also used as a reference in this analysis.
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Il. METHODOLOGY

This chapter describes the methodology and criteria used in assessing the existing scenic
gualities of the Coast Highway between San Carpoforo Creek in San Luis Obispo County and
the Carmel River Bridge in Monterey County.

The study methodology was developed using guidelines provided in the Federal Highway
Administration’s (FHWA) approach to visual assessment of highway projects. The existing
scenic qualities of the project corridor are described in terms of the following components:

» Identification of visual resources - described in terms of viewsheds, landscape units,
viewpoints and intrinsic features.

» Characterization of visual resources - described in terms of their visual quality on a scale of
high, medium and low.

* Viewer sensitivity — measured through exercises at a Scenic Conservation Planning
Workshop and a Viewer Response Questionnaire.

The scenic qualities of the corridor were mapped, described and comparatively evaluated to
provide a comprehensive inventory of the existing visual resources of the corridor.

1.1 VISUAL RESOURCE DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this inventory, the study area was defined as the scenic elements visible while
traveling Highway 1. The most common forms of traveling the Coast Highway are via
automobile, tour bus, and bicycle. The inventory focuses on scenic elements visible from these
modes of transportation. As a result, the inventory does not include every scenic element along
the Big Sur Coast. The inventory focuses on the viewsheds, landscape units, primary view
locations, and intrinsic scenic features that are clearly evident from the perspective of the
traveler along Highway 1.

According to these criteria, a view location or intrinsic scenic feature, no matter how dramatic or
well known, that is not clearly evident from the Highway was not included in this inventory. The
Big Sur Coast is noted for its scenic beauty, which made a difficult task of discriminating
features that were truly unique or vivid or both. Some features were necessarily excluded in
favor of others that better met the survey criteria described below.

The direction of travel, time of year and weather may also have a substantial effect on the
traveler’s visual experience. Fog can often shroud dramatic landscapes from view, such as
Mount Manuel or Point Sur. The changing seasons also have a dramatic effect on visual
quality. For example, the brilliant-colored sycamore and maple leaves of the Big Sur Valley in
autumn, snow on Cone Peak in winter, masses of wild flowers in spring, and the tawny grass-
covered bluffs in summer, are all dramatic examples of the wide range of scenic elements that
are encountered as the seasons change along the coast. The direction of travel can also affect
the traveler's experience. For example, the Torre Canyon bridge is most dramatic when
travelling in the southbound direction. Northbound travelers may never notice this soaring span
in the redwoods. The methodology for the scenic qualities inventory discusses some of these
unique images, but focuses on the identification of scenic elements that are not dependent on a
particular time of year or direction of travel. In other words, the methodology has been applied
so that the criteria for defining each element (viewshed, landscape unit, view location and
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intrinsic scenic feature) must be met during most times of year, independent of the direction of
travel.

11.L1.1 Regional Landscape Character

The first step in identifying visual character is to define the regional landscape in which the
project study area is located. This definition establishes a frame of reference when evaluating
and comparing the visual quality of specific segments or features within the corridor. Regional
landscapes constitute broad areas defined by physical and ecological factors and are
characterized by specific combinations of four components: landform (or topography), water,
vegetation, and man-made development.

1.L1.2 Viewsheds

A viewshed is generally defined as the visual envelope that a person can see from a specific
point within which specific visual elements (e.qg. trees, rock outcroppings, etc.) can be discerned.
As a result, viewsheds are generally quite large, encompass many different visual elements and
landscapes, and are often defined by topographic features. For the Coast Highway, this
approach to defining viewsheds was slightly modified in response to the extremely long corridor
being inventoried. Viewsheds were delineated with an emphasis on areas that possessed
common visual elements, vegetation or topographic features, as well as the visual envelope
from various vantage points. This approach resulted in viewsheds of varying size and length
that generally stretch several miles along the coast. Using this method, viewshed boundaries
represent major changes in visual character as one progresses south to north along the Coast
Highway. Eight distinct viewsheds were identified in accordance with these criteria.

11.L1.3 Landscape Units

Landscape units are distinct segments within viewsheds that have a consistent or cohesive
visual character primarily based on vegetation, topographic and man-made elements. Their
boundaries are often marked by distinct changes in visual character or spatial experience, such
as a river crossing or a change in land use pattern. The visual character of some units is
strongly influenced by specific landscape features, such as residences or other man-made
structures, or distinctive landforms or vegetation. Landscape units along the Coast Highway
vary greatly in width depending on the types of vegetation, man-made features, topography and
other features. In general, the landscape units along the Coast Highway encompass the scenic
elements within 50 to 100 feet on either side of the roadway. As a result, the description of
each landscape unit captures the typical viewing experience while travelling along the Coast
Highway. Thirty-eight landscape units were identified along the corridor.

1.L1.4 View Locations

View Locations are defined as locations along the Coast Highway that provide a chance for
travelers to stop and experience the unique scenic qualities of the Central California Coast.
Because these are locations where travelers can stop, they provide a much different viewing
experience from that while traveling. These view locations provide an opportunity to see more
elements and features for a much longer period of time, making the viewing experience more
sensitive to change. The view while traveling is more accurately portrayed in the description of
the various landscape units.
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Most view locations are large pullouts or designated vista points along the highway where
travelers can safely stop. Because this stretch of the Coast Highway contains numerous
places for travelers to stop, only primary view locations have been mapped, described and
evaluated. Primary view locations must meet all of the following criteria:

1. Located immediately along the roadway where at least four or more cars can pull off the
roadway at one time.

2. Provides unigue or long-range views of the coast.

3. Clearly evident from the highway that a viewing opportunity exists.

An example of a primary view location is at Hurricane Point, which is found at one of the highest
points along Highway 1. The traveler is uniquely aware that an excellent viewing opportunity
exists by the elevation of the road and the presence of a wide paved pullout marked by large
boulders. An example that does not meet the view location criteria is Partington overlook.
While a large pullout exists at this location (PM 37.6), the elevation of the road and the vertical
orientation of the view act to hide this unique viewing opportunity from the traveler. Thirty
primary view locations were identified throughout the corridor.

11.1.5 Intrinsic Scenic Features

Intrinsic scenic features are physical features that are both visible from the travelled way and
define the visual experience of the Big Sur Coast or the character of a particular viewshed or
landscape unit. Defining features can be either positive or negative, however, for the purposes
of this analysis, intrinsic features are the positive set that significantly add to or enhance the
experience of traveling the Coast Highway because they are unique or vivid (or both) and,
therefore, memorable. Intrinsic scenic features include unique natural features such as large
rock outcroppings along the shore (e.g. Square Black Rock) and vivid man-made structures
(e.g. Bixby Creek Bridge, Coast Gallery). This survey did not set out to inventory as intrinsic
features, elements that detract from the visual quality of the coast, although these elements are
identified in every evaluation of scenic quality.

In the context of intrinsic features, unique is defined as being unusual or different in visual
character, making the feature stand out and be memorable to travelers along the Coast
Highway. Unique can apply to both natural and man-made features. An example is the James
House Masonry Wall in Carmel Highlands. This wall is unique in its construction and
architecture, creating a memorable image to the traveler. Vivid is defined as being bright and
distinct in visual character. Often times vividness is exhibited by bright or contrasting colors,
striking architecture, or prominence of location, making the feature memorable to the traveler.
An example is the Bixby Bridge, which exhibits striking architecture and a prominent location
along the coast. The definition of vividness in terms of visual quality analysis is further
discussed in Section I1.2 below. The Big Sur Coast is famous for its scenic beauty, which made
it difficult to discriminate features that are truly unique or vivid or both. Some features were
necessarily excluded in favor of others that better met the survey criteria.

Each intrinsic scenic feature identified for this analysis has been mapped, described and
evaluated.
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1.2 SCENIC QUALITY EVALUATION

Each viewshed, landscape unit, view location and intrinsic scenic feature was described and
evaluated in terms of its scenic quality. The evaluation focused on factors that describe the level
of visual relationship between the elements within the landscape or view. The factors evaluated
include visual quality, visual dominance, defining characteristics and viewer exposure.

11.2.1 Visual Quality

Visual quality is a subjective issue that requires careful consideration. To address the
subjective nature of this evaluation, and consistent with Federal Highway Administration
guidelines, visual quality was divided into three sub-criteria: vividness, intactness, and unity.
For each of these criteria a rating of high, medium or low was assigned. These criteria and the
ratings are defined as follows:

* Vividness is the visual power or memorability of the landscape or feature. High ratings
indicate a very powerful and memorable experience such as the dramatic drops and rocky
cliffs of Hurricane Point or the Point Sur Lighthouse. Medium to low vividness ratings reflect
less powerful or memorable experiences such as the forested Big Sur valley, which is quite
beautiful but far less powerful and dramatic when compared to other parts of the Coast
Highway.

* Intactness is the visual integrity of the natural and/or man-made landscape. A key indicator
of intactness is freedom from encroaching elements when viewing a landscape or feature.
Ratings of high intactness reflect a consistent visual experience such as the stretch south of
Cape San Martin where there are few man-made intrusions other than the Coast Highway.
Examples of medium to low intactness would be the stretches near Esalen where man-
made elements and landscape plantings interrupt the natural landscape.

» Unity is the visual coherence and compositional harmony of the landscape and/or feature.
When considering the unity of a landscape or feature, all natural and man-made features
found within the normal view range are considered. In altered landscapes, the degree of
unity frequently attests to the careful design or fit of individual components in the landscape.
An example is the way man-made elements such as the Bixby Bridge combine with natural
features to provide a coherent visage unigue to the Coast Highway.™ A rating of medium to
low would indicate that elements of the landscape are not coherent, such as the stretch at
the northern end of the corridor where man-made features such as the Rocky Point
Restaurant, homes, and driveways create a sharp contrast with natural landscape features
and dramatic views.

! Although unity and intactness are often thought of as being similar, they are distinct criteria. For example, a stretch of road could
be rated as having medium to low intactness because of manmade features intruding on an otherwise pristine natural setting (e.g.
the Bixby Bridge stretch). Under unity, however, the design of the man-made feature can be taken into consideration. Thus, the
same area could be given a rating of high unity because the contrast of features and the design of the man-made element(s)
provide a unique and harmonious aesthetic.
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11.2.2 Visual Dominance

Another key factor in evaluating scenic quality is visual dominance. This factor involves the
evaluation of the visibility of a specific feature within the view. For this study, the focus of the
visual dominance evaluation is the visibility of Highway 1 within the view. Visual dominance is
rated on a scale of inevident to dominant as described below:

* Inevident—Visible but generally not noticeable.

* Subordinate—Noticeable, but attracts less attention than other components of the
setting.

» Co-dominant—Project attracts attention equally with other components of the
setting.

» Dominant—Project dominates the view and attracts more attention than other
components of the setting.

11.2.3  Image Types

Image types refer to unique images that contribute to the overall aesthetic. Image types were
broken down into three general categories 1) topography — examples include rock outcroppings,
cliffs or cut slopes; 2) vegetation — examples include redwood trees, cypress trees, or sage
scrub; and 3) structures — examples include bridges (and other roadway appurtenances),
homes, barns, signage, restaurants, etc. Image types are used primarily to help describe the
features of a landscape unit or key elements within a viewshed.

11.2.4 Viewer Exposure

Viewer exposure addresses the sensitivity of the viewer to change. The criteria that affect
sensitivity to change include the viewer angle, position and distance. Viewer exposure is most
often used when evaluating specific viewpoints such as vista points and lookouts. Viewing
angle is an important factor in evaluating viewer exposure. In general, a 45-degree viewing
angle is preferable because it allows the viewer to see the depth, architectural features and
length of the feature being viewed. Highly acute viewing angles are less preferable because
architectural details and the depth of the feature being viewed are often reduced at sharp
viewing angles. Perpendicular angles are also less preferable than a 45-degree viewing angle
because the depth of the feature is often lost, while architectural details are more visible. For
this inventory, the viewing angle was defined as the angle to the Coast Highway within the
primary viewing direction from the viewpoint. For example, the focus of some viewpoints is
rocks or other features out in the ocean. In these cases, Highway 1 would be at a highly acute
angle. Other views may primarily be up or down the coastline within which Highway 1 may be
at a 45-degree angle or perpendicular.

Viewing distance affects the degree of visibility of landscape features. Close viewpoints,
typically within O to 0.5 kilometers (0 to 0.3 miles), permit perception of landscape detail and
small-scale features. An intermediate viewpoint, typically from 0.5 to 5.0 kilometers (0.3 to 3.0
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miles), permits the viewer to perceive the relationship of landscape features, although detailed
perception is considerably reduced. Distant viewpoints, typically beyond 5.0 kilometers (3.0
miles) from the viewer, allow the perception of only large-scale features (e.g., ridges, water, and
urban settlements), with little detail and considerable loss of color contrast.

Viewer position was also noted on the inventory forms. Viewer position refers to the location of
the viewer relative to the Coast Highway and can be either above, below or at the same level.
Viewer position is an important consideration in that positions located above the road will tend to
see more of the road and therefore be more sensitive to changes such as widening of the road,
new railing, and slope repairs. Viewer positions below the roadway would see less of the road
surface and therefore be less sensitive to such changes.

11.2.5 Defining Features

Defining features are the key visual elements that comprise the view. These features can be
natural, such as steep topography and minimal vegetation or man-made structures such as
bridges, homes, hotels or restaurants. Defining features are categorized as features that either
contribute or detract from the overall visual character of the view. For example, the viewshed
surrounding Hurricane Point is characterized by steep cliffs, rugged mountain terrain and low-
lying vegetation providing long-range dramatic views of the coast. There are very few elements
in this stretch of Highway 1 that detract from this overall aesthetic. Other viewsheds such as the
Big Sur Valley are characterized by forested landscapes with frequent signs of development
including residences, stores, campgrounds, restaurants and resorts allowing primarily short-
range views with periodic glimpses of the surrounding hills. In this stretch of Highway 1,
commercial signage and parking lots do not provide a consistent architectural aesthetic. The
randomness of location of these man-made features detracts from the forested setting.

11.2.6 Scenic Conservation Planning Workshop

In September 2000 a Scenic Conservation Planning Workshop (Scenic Workshop) was held in
Big Sur by the National Scenic Byways Resource Center. This workshop provided a forum for
stakeholders including community members and agency representatives to discuss the scenic
features and elements along the Coast Highway, as well as current and potential threats to the
scenic qualities of the area. The workshop included several exercises that provided valuable
input in developing the present inventory of scenic qualities. These exercises involved
identification of the major “corridor sections”along the Coast Highway and current and potential
threats to the scenic resources within each corridor section. The current and potential threats
included: invasive non-native plants; storm damage repairs; signs; utilities; development;
degradation of cultural resources; and highway design, structures and features.

Another exercise involved participants’ taking photographs of scenic elements and features
along the Big Sur Coast. These photographs were placed on a large topographic map
according to their location along the coast. The photographs were of features that participants
felt contributed to the scenic quality, such as the historic fountains and rock walls found along
the Coast Highway, views of agricultural uses and rural characteristics such as multi-colored
mailboxes, and panoramic views of the coastline. Other pictures were of features and elements

2 «Corridor section” was a term used by the workshop participants to describe distinct areas along the Coast Highway
within the CHMP corridor. While no specific definition of a corridor section was developed at the Scenic Workshop,
these areas roughly translate to Viewsheds as defined in this inventory report. The viewsheds identified in this
inventory report are compared to each of the corridor sections identified by the Scenic Workshop participants (see
Chapter Il1).
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that participants believed detracted from the scenic quality, such as roadside signage,
residences, power poles, non-native plants, and storm damage repair efforts. Workshop
participants collectively took over 300 photographs. A complete index of the photographs is
available in Powerpoint format. (on file in the Caltrans District 5 office)

The input received at this workshop helped guide the scenic qualities inventory data collection
efforts and provided valuable input for preparing the descriptions of the viewsheds, landscape
units, view locations and intrinsic scenic features identified in this report.

A summary of the Scenic Conservation Planning Workshop along with sample photographs
depicting both contributing and detracting features is contained in Appendix B.

11.2.7 Viewer Response Questionnaire

To assist in the evaluation of scenic quality and validate the baseline scenic qualities inventoried
in this report, a viewer response questionnaire was developed. The questionnaire provided a
way to survey a broad cross-section of users of the Coast Highway about scenic elements of
importance to them and for them to rate the scenic quality of specific examples along the
highway. The gquestionnaire responses were used to validate the range of contributing and
detracting features inventoried along the highway and the scenic quality ratings given to specific
segments of the highway. A copy of the questionnaire along with the tabulated results is
contained in Appendix C.

Respondents were asked a wide range of questions to identify:

= Scenic features, views and viewpoints of most importance along the Highway
= Features that detract from the scenic quality of the area
= [Features that contribute to the scenic quality of the area

Respondents were also asked to evaluate several photographs taken along the Coast Highway
in terms of overall visual quality and the elements within each photograph that contributed to
and/or detracted from the overall visual quality.

The questionnaires were distributed over two weekends in May 2001 and at a public meeting
held in Big Sur on March 1, 2001. A total of 71 questionnaires were filled out and returned to
Caltrans. A summary and evaluation of the responses received is contained at the end of
Chapter III.

1.3 DATA COLLECTION METHODS

Data collection was performed through a series of field surveys conducted in July and August
2000 and in October 2001. The purpose of the surveys was to map existing scenic resources
(viewshed, landscape units, viewpoints, and intrinsic features) along the Coast Highway and
evaluate their scenic quality.

11.3.1 Mapping

The project corridor was divided into eight viewsheds using the criteria described in Section
1.1.2. United States Geologic Survey (USGS) topographic quad sheets at a scale of 1:24,000,
which equals 1"=2000’, were used to map viewshed boundaries, which are primarily delineated
by topographic features (e.g. ridgelines, points). Aerial photographs at a scale of 1” = 200’ were
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used to map the limits of landscape units and the location of viewpoints and intrinsic scenic
features. The field mapping on USGS quads and aerial photographs was then transferred to a
GIS database where it was linked with scenic quality evaluation data and photographs of each
visual resource.

11.3.2 Photography

For each scenic resource, photographic records were taken to assist in the scenic quality
evaluation, and these were used to depict key visual elements and representative scenic
features. A digital camera, primarily utilizing a 50-mm focal length, was used to generally depict
the view cone of the human eye. Where broader scenic views occurred, a wider angle lens was
used to capture the breadth of the view or feature(s). Photo points were chosen based on their
ability to depict the typical visual character of the resource.

11.3.3 Inventory Forms

To facilitate the scenic quality evaluation in the field, scenic resource inventory forms were
developed for each resource (a sample of the inventory form is provided in Appendix A). The
forms record geographic reference information as well as several factors that relate to
evaluation of the overall scenic quality of the resource(s). The information gathered for each
viewshed, landscape unit, viewpoint and intrinsic scenic feature is described in more detalil
below.

Inventory Forms - Viewsheds

For each viewshed, information was collected on the scenic resource inventory form regarding
key scenic qualities and geographic references. This information included the overall visual
guality of the viewshed in terms of vividness, intactness and unity (see descriptions and rating
system above), as well as information about the viewshed’s defining features, and the visual
dominance of the Coast Highway within the viewshed.

Inventory Forms — Landscape Units

As with the viewsheds, geographic reference information was collected for each landscape unit.
In addition, the viewshed encompassing the landscape unit was documented. Similar to each
viewshed, the visual quality of each landscape unit was evaluated and rated in terms of
vividness, intactness and unity. For landscape units, the evaluation of scenic quality was limited
to the areas immediately adjacent to the Coast Highway (approximately 50 — 100 feet on either
side). The image types within each landscape unit were also documented. In essence, these
evaluations represent what most travelers see, in terms of visual quality, as they progress north
or south along the roadway.

As with viewsheds, the visual dominance of the Coast Highway within the landscape unit was
evaluated based on the criteria and definitions described above in section 1.2.2. In general, at
the landscape unit level, the roadway is relatively dominant within the landscape, however, in
some areas the roadway is less dominant. In these areas the overall scenic quality tends to be
higher because the roadway detracts less from the natural setting and views.
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Inventory Forms - Viewpoints

For each viewpoint, geographic reference information was collected and the viewshed and
landscape unit encompassing the viewpoint were documented. For each viewpoint, the primary
viewer type as well as viewer exposure information (angle, distance and position) were noted.
The viewer type in most cases is a roadway user travelling along Coast Highway; however, in
some locations the viewer group may be recreationists or residents. These distinctions were
noted on the inventory forms and are important when considering viewer sensitivity to any
changes to the view.

As with viewpoints and landscape units the visual quality of the view with regard to vividness,
intactness and unity was evaluated for each viewpoint. In addition, the defining features within
the view were also noted and categorized according to those that contribute to the overall
quality of the view and those that detract from the view.

As with landscape units, the visual dominance of the roadway was evaluated. In the context of
a viewpoint, visual dominance of Highway 1 was evaluated in terms of the overall view, or
primary focus of the view from each particular viewpoint. For example, the primary view from a
viewpoint may not include Highway 1 because the view is primarily of the ocean, rock
outcroppings or other features. In this case, the visual dominance of Highway 1 in the view
would be inevident.

Inventory Forms — Intrinsic Scenic Features

The inventory documentation for each intrinsic scenic feature was very similar to the information
collected for landscape units. Information about the visual quality of the feature in terms of
vividness, intactness and unity was collected. The ratings of visual quality consider the feature
in the context of its immediate surroundings. The defining characteristics of the feature were
noted and categorized into topographic, vegetative and structural/man-made. Detracting
features were also noted on the forms. Finally, the visual dominance of the feature was noted.
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[I. SCENIC QUALITIES OF THE BIG SUR COAST

The Big Sur Coast is one of the most scenic areas in the world and has inspired artists
and writers over the last century. Its natural beauty and rugged character has been the
subject of countless paintings, photographs and books. The Big Sur Coast is most
known for its natural resources and dramatic meeting of land and sea. But within this
greater context one finds spectacular engineering feats such as Bixby Bridge and
historic landmarks such as the Point Sur Lighthouse and Post Homestead. These
divergent visual images combine to create a memorable and awe inspiring journey for
those lucky enough to travel the 72 miles that make up the Big Sur Coast.

The following chapter contains an inventory of the scenic qualities within the CHMP
study area. For purposes of this study, scenic qualities are limited to those features that
are visible while traveling on Highway 1. The inventory uses a methodology based on
the Federal Highway Administration methodology for conducting Visual Impact
Assessments and criteria established by the National Scenic Byways Program. Scenic
elements that have been identified and{inventoried include: eight viewsheds, 35
landscape units, 31 view locations (VLY and 35 intrinsic scenic features (IF'). The
definitions and criteria for each of these are explained in Chapter II.

. 1 SOUTHERN GATEWAY — ENTRANCE TO THE BIG SUR COAST
(SLO-1-71.5/73.0)

This view of the mouth of San Carpoforo Creek looking northwest typifies the Southern Gateway.

The Southern Gateway viewshed stretches from San Carpoforo Creek in northern San
Luis Obispo County to the Ragged Point Inn. This viewshed marks the entrance to the
rugged and scenic Big Sur Coast for the northbound traveler. Within this viewshed, the
Coast Highway transitions from the low coastal bluffs of the San Simeon coast to the
steep and rugged mountains of the Big Sur Coast. For the southbound traveler the road
descends off high cliffs and winding mountainsides to the low bluffs and relatively

! The numbering system in Chapter IlI utilizes the letters VL and IF to indicate whether a feature
is either a view location or intrinsic scenic feature respectively.
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straight roads of the San Simeon Coast, marking the end of a long and breathtaking
journey.

In the northbound direction the road climbs slowly and steadily from the flat, open
coastal plain around San Carpoforo Creek and its sandy beach, into the steep coastal
hills where it is lined by Cypress and Monterey pines. The Ragged Point Inn is located
towards the northern end of this viewshed and marks both the start of the Big Sur Coast
for travelers heading north and the end of the Big Sur Coast for travelers heading south.
Many travelers stop at the Ragged Point Inn for a quick bite to eat, to look at the views
which are a short walk away or just to take a little break before heading north on their
long journey. The location of this viewshed is shown on Map 1 in Appendix A.

Many features contribute to this scenic viewshed, such as the long stretch of white,
sandy beach at the mouth of San Carpoforo Creek and the rock formations in the ocean
just off Ragged Point. The road is subordinate to the natural landscape and the road’s
topography ranges from level to steep and mountainous. There is a great variety of
vegetation that changes with the topography and where human development has
occurred. Low coastal sage scrub is dominant around San Carpoforo Creek, while
planted features such as Cypress and Monterey pine forests dominate the landscape in
the more mountainous areas. While these trees may add to the vividness and unity of
the landscape, they actually detract from the intactness because they are not native to
this area.

The vividness, intactness and unity of the viewshed are considered medium because of
the mixture of natural and man-made features and the variety of terrain. Detractors from
the scenic quality of this viewshed are primarily man-made features such as residences,
other buildings, fences, driveways, road cuts on distant hillsides and mailboxes and
signage immediately along the road. Other detracting features include areas of landslide
repair, specifically to the north of the San Carpoforo Creek Bridge.

This viewshed was generally identified by participants at the Scenic Workshop as the
“Ragged Point” corridor section. The boundaries identified by Workshop participants
begin at San Carpoforo Creek and end at the Monterey County line, which includes all of
Viewshed 1 and a portion of Viewshed 2 as defined in this report. The narrow, winding
road, historical agricultural uses and the beautiful mountain views were noted as
significant scenic attributes within this corridor section. Detractors included invasive plant
species, such as pampas grass and fennel, and road repairs and preventative measures
due to constant landslide activity.

This scenic viewshed includes two landscape units, one view location and one intrinsic
feature. The visual quality ratings for this viewshed are as follows:

Visual Quality Ratings
Vividness Medium
Intactness Medium
Unity Medium
Visual Dominance of the Coast Highway Subordinate
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[l1.L1.1 San Carpoforo Creek Landscape Unit
(SLO-1-71.5/72.1)

I
View of San Carpoforo Creek and Williams Ranch looking north from Highway 1.

This landscape unit encompasses the flat floodplain of San Carpoforo Creek, which runs
out of the Santa Lucia Mountains to the east. The creek creates a long expanse of white,
sandy beach where it empties into the Pacific Ocean. Just to the north of San Carpoforo
Creek the road begins to gain elevation and winds through the rugged, steep hills and
mountains of the Big Sur coast in contrast to the lower coastal bluffs of the south. This
transition marks the northern boundary of this landscape unit, the location of which is
shown on Map 1 in Appendix A.

The vegetation in this landscape unit is predominately coastal scrub with intermittent
cypress trees on the hillsides along the road. There are some agricultural uses in the
low-lying areas around San Carpoforo Creek. A homestead, barn and corrals (the
Williams Ranch) are associated with the agricultural use. While this homestead is
visually coherent with the large expanse of coastal plain and open space, there are
many other intrusions upon the natural landscape that are not as coherent. These
detractors include newer houses, driveways, fences, mailboxes and signage. Other
disruptions in the natural landscape include the San Carpoforo Creek Bridge and a slide
repair north of San Carpoforo Creek. This mixture of man-made and natural features
detracts from the landscape unit’s vividness, unity and intactness, resulting in an overall
visual quality rating of medium.
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No view locations or intrinsic features were identified within this landscape unit. The
visual quality ratings of this landscape unit are as follows:

Visual Quality Ratings
Vividness Medium
Intactness Medium
Unity Medium
Visual Dominance of the Coast Highway Subordinate
1.1.2 Ragged Point Inn Landscape Unit

(SLO-1-72.1/73.0)

View of the entrance to the Ragged Point Inn from Highway 1 looking southwest.

The Ragged Point Landscape Unit is located immediately north of San Carpoforo Creek.
After winding up the steep hillsides of the previous landscape unit, the road levels off on
a high plateau with steep hillsides on either side. Much of the road is enclosed by
mountains and trees, which limit ocean views and result in a vividness rating of low
overall. Views open up again on the north side of the landscape unit, by the Ragged
Point Inn. The prominent features at the northern end of this landscape unit are the large
rocks and many smaller rock formations in the ocean just off the point. Elevation is at
approximately 91.4 meters (300 feet). The location of this landscape unit is shown on
Map 1 in Appendix A.

Cypress and Monterey pine forests dominate the landscape immediately adjacent to the
roadway at both the north and south ends of this landscape unit. In the middle, there is a
small section of coastal scrub vegetation, which affords broader views of the coast and a
more natural aesthetic than other parts of this landscape unit. Near the Ragged Point
Inn, forested ravines and creeks that empty into the ocean begin to appear. A short stroll
to an overlook behind Ragged Point Inn reveals not only the cliff-bound shoreline but
also the Black Swift Falls waterfall cascading over the tops of the cliffs and landing on a
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small sand beach below. Salmon Cone, a prominent rock formation, can be seen in the
distance.

There are many man-made features within this landscape unit including houses,
driveways, fences, mailboxes and signage that detract from the visual quality and result
in medium intactness and unity ratings. A major disruption in the natural landscape is the
Ragged Point Inn, which includes a hotel, restaurant and gas station. The Inn is a rather
large development on the southbound side of the road and is a very popular tourist stop
for travelers in both directions. Even though the Ragged Point Inn is considered by
many to detract from the natural beauty of the landscape, it is a well-known landmark
and a respite for travelers and as such is considered an intrinsic feature to this part of
the coast (see description below).

Within this landscape unit the surveyors identified one view location and one intrinsic
feature. The visual quality ratings of this landscape unit are as follows:

Visual Quality Ratings
Vividness Low
Intactness Medium
Unity Medium
Visual Dominance of the Coast Highway Co-dominant

n.1.2.vL1 Ragged Point
(SLO-1-72.5)

View from the informal Ragged Point view location looking southwest toward Ragged Point.

The Ragged Point view location is one of the few locations within this viewshed where it
is safe and convenient to pull off the roadway. This view location is an informal pull-off
and parking area with sweeping views of the Pacific Ocean, the beach at the mouth of
San Carpoforo Creek, and the rocks of Ragged Point, all of which give it a high vividness
rating. There are few improvements at this view location other than some tree removal
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that appears to have been done to improve the vista. (See Map 1 in Appendix A for
location)

A couple of features detract from the view at this location and result in medium
intactness and unity ratings. Dead and dying eucalyptus trees and the stumps that
remain from prior tree removal detract from the immediate foreground of this view
location. There are also signs of the intensity of human use of this location such as litter,
soil compaction and little ground vegetation.

From this view location the highway is inevident because immediately adjacent to the
view location the roadway is shielded from view by trees and the roadway is not visible
in the distant view.

The visual quality and viewer exposure ratings of this view location are as follows:

Visual Quality Ratings
Vividness High
Intactness Medium
Unity Medium
Visual Dominance of the Coast Highway Inevident

Viewer Exposure

Angle Ideal
Distance Intermediate/distant
Position Above

n.1.2.IF1 Ragged Point Inn
(SLO-1-72.9)

B 33 .ﬁh

View of Ragged Point Inn main building and restaurant from Highway 1.

The Ragged Point Inn sits atop a flat coastal bluff at the northern end of this viewshed. A
steep forested ravine and creek form the northern boundary of the Inn. The Inn is known
as a tourist destination that marks both the start of the Big Sur Coast for travelers
heading north and the end of the Big Sur Coast for travelers heading south. While it may
be considered a detractor to the natural landscape, it provides a unique opportunity for
travelers to safely pull off the road, get something to eat and get out of their cars to enjoy
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the local scenery or take one of the steep walks to the private beach below. The location
of this feature is shown on Map 1 in Appendix A.

The Inn consists of six one- and two-story wooden buildings, a hotel, restaurant, parking
lot and gas station. The grounds are landscaped with native and non-native plants and
there is a large expanse of lawn between the restaurant and inn.

Because of the Inn’s location, size and architecture it received a high vividness rating.
These same features result in low unity with the surrounding landscape. Intactness is
considered medium because the Inn utilizes natural building materials and colors in an
attempt to blend with the surrounding landscape.

The visual quality ratings of this intrinsic feature are as follows:

Visual Quality Ratings
Vividness High
Intactness Medium
Unity Low
Visual Dominance of Feature Dominant
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.2 GORDA COAST
(SLO-1-73.0/MON-1-11.4)

N\

View in the southbound direction near Salmon Creek. View in the northbound direction near Alder Creek.

The namesake of the Gorda Coast Viewshed is the small coastal roadside town of
Gorda at the northern end of this vi